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Copies  of  Mr.  Luson's  Case  and  Vindication  may 
still  be  procured  at  W.  Walker's,  192,  Strand. 


AN 

APPENDIX, 


Tkb  necessity  for  adding  this  brief  Appendix  to 
Mr.  Luson's  Case  and  Vindication,  is  occasioned  by 
the  objections  urged  against  his  Petition  for  Inquiry 
and  Redress,  when  presented  by  Sir  Thomas  Tur- 
ton,  Bart,  to  the  Honourable  House  of  Commons^ 
on  the  Qth  of  May  181 1, 

More  than  nine  years  have  elapsed  since  Mr.  Luson 
was  dismissed  from  His  Majesty's  Dock-yard  at 
Sheerness,  in  October  1802.  In  the  succeeding 
month  he  presented  a  Memorial  and  Petition  to 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  which  dismissed  him ;  but 
no  official  answer  was  returned.  In  June  1803  he 
published  his  Case  and  Vindication ;  and  between 
that  time  and  the  date  of  his  last  Memorial  to  the 
Admiralty,  24th  of  September  181Q,  he  has  pre- 
sented no  less  than  seven  or  eight  Memorials  to  the 
different  Boards  of  Admiralty  which  have  succeeded 
that  al  which  the  Earl  of  St.  Vincent  presided. 
These  repeated  applications  he  was  induced  to  make 
from  a  conviction,  not  only  of  the  hardship  and 
rigour,  but  of  the  manifest  injustice  of  his  dismissal  ; 
from  a  hope  that  his  just  claim  to  reinstatement  or 
superannuation  would  be  allowed — and  from  his 
knowledge  that  a  subsequent  Board  of  Admiralty  is 
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competent  to  reinstate  or  superannuate  those  whom 
their  predecessors  have  dismissed. 

Of  this  fact,  it  will  appear  by  the  following  docu- 
ments, he  has  produced  various  precedents  in  his 
late  Memorials  to  the  Admiralty. 

So  far  has  Mr.  Luson  been  from  even  admitting 
the  justice  of  his  dismissal,  that  not  only  in  his  "  Case 
and  Vindication,"  but  in  the  several  Memorials  pre- 
sented by  him  to  the  Admiralty,  he  has  invariably 
complained  of  its  injustice. 

The  following  extract  from  his  Memorial  of  the 
17th  of  April  I8O9,  will  not  only  illustrate  his 
opinion  on  this  subject,  but,  he  trusts,  produce  the 
same  conviction  in  the  mind  of  every  impartial 
reader. 


(Kxtract.) 

Clause  5. — That,  admitting  the  general  responsibility 
attached  to  every  public  Officer  for  the  official  conduct  of 
his  Clerks,  your  Memorialist  apprehends  it  is  irreconcile- 
able  with  the  immutable  principles  of  justice  to  punish  him 
for  those  instances  of  negligence,  or  misconduct,  which  it 
was  not  in  his  power  to  prevent ;  which  he  officially  made 
known  to  the  Navy  Board,  or  to  the  Commissioner  resi- 
dent, as  soon  as  he  discovered  them,  and  for  which  the 
offenders  had  been  consequently  reprimanded,  or  punished. 

6th. — That  if,  under  such  circumstances,  the  punish- 
ment of  an  Officer  for  the  delinquency  of  his  instruments 
could  possibly  be  accounted  just,  an  expiation  far  less 
rigorous  than  dismissal  would  have  appeared  amply  suf- 
ficient to  an  unprejudiced  tribunal. 

7th. — That  the  punishment  of  your  Memorialist  with  dis- 
missal, for  the  involuntary  offence  of  imputed  responsi- 
bility, the  permission  of  the  actual  transgressors  to  escape 
with  impunity,  and  the  appointment  of  an  immediate  suc- 
cessor more  deeply  implicated  in  responsibility  than  him- 
self, are  facts  equally  repugnant  to  justice,  to  reason,  and 
to  the  benefit  of  His  Majesty's  service- 

8th. — That,  although  your  Memorialist  highly  esteems 
the  successor  to  whom  he  has  alluded,  and  believes  him  to 


be  incapable  of  Intentional  misconduct,  he  cannot  but  feel 
himself  injured  and  aggrieved,  by  a  decision  which  assigns 
dismissal   for  the  smaller  offence,  and   promotion   for   the 


greater ! 


Mr.  Luson  will  not  ofFer  such  an  insult  to  the 
understanding  of  his  Readers  as  to  suppose  it  pos- 
sible they  can  give  the  smallest  degree  of  credit  to 
the  unfounded  suggestion,  "  that  he  has  ever  ad* 
"  mitted  the  justice  of  his  sentence  of  dismissal," 
after  having  read  the  foregoing  extracts  from  his 
Memorial  of  17th  of  April  180y. 

Mr.  Luson  not  having  received  any  answer  to  this 
Memorial,  presented  to  the  Admiralty  on  the  24th 
Sept.  1810,  a  Memorial  of  which  the  following  is 
a  copy  : — 


To  the  Right  Honourable  the  Lords  Commissioners  for 
executing  the  Office  of  Lord.  High  Admiral  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  the 
Memorial  o/^Hewling  Luson,.  late  Clerk  of  the 
Cheque  of  His  Majesty's  Dock-yard  at  Sheerness, 

Humbly  sheweth, 

That  your  Memorialist,  on  the  17th  of  April  1809,  trans- 
mitted to  the  Admiralty  Office,  for  presentation  to  mv  Lords 
Commissioners,  a  Memorial,  of  which  he  has  herewith 
inclosed  a  copy,  and  to  which  no  answer  has  as  yet  been 
received. 

That  he  therefore,  with  due  deference,  submits  the  said 
copy,  together  with  the  present  Memorial,  to  the  candid 
consideration  of  your  Lordships. 

That  your  Memorialist  humbly  hopes  the  arguments  and 
allegations  contained  in  that  Memorial,  the  honourable 
testimonial  of  his  beneficial  public  services  during  the 
Mutiny  at  the  Nore,  the  general  approbation  with  which 
his  official  conduct  and  private  character  have,  during  a 
period  of  twenty-six  years,  been  honoured  by  the  Navy 
Board,  and   all  the  resident  Commissioners  at  Sheerness 
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Yard  (Sir  Isaac  Coffin  excepted),  will  be  regarded  by  your 
Lordships  with  favourable  attention. 

That  he  trusts  the  severe  and  unmerited  sufferings  he  has 
experienced  during  a  period  of  eight  years,  which  have 
nearly  elapsed  since  his  rigorous  dismissal,  injurious  to  hit 
character,  ruinous  to  his  circumstances,  and  irreconcilable 
with  reason  and  justice,  together  with  his  advanced  age, 
which  was  the  sole  impediment  to  his  obtaining  a  respect- 
able situation  last  year,  and  which  must  operate  with  in- 
creasing force  against  his  future  exertions,  will  be  duly  ap- 
preciated by  your  Right  Honourable  Board. 

That  he  therefore  is  encouraged  to  hope  the  precedents 
on  record  at  the  Navy  Office  of  persons  discharged  from 
Sheerness  Dock-yard  at  the,  same  time  with  himself,  who, 
after  an  interval  of  several  years,  have  been  compensated 
with  superannuation  from  the  date  of  their  dismissal,  will 
induce  your  Lordships  to  grant  him  a  similar  remuneration, 
or  such  redress  as  may  in  your  impartial  estimation  be 
accounted  reasonable  and  just ;  for  it  must  evidently  appear 
to  your  Lordships  that  the  length  of  time  which  has  elapsed 
since  your  Memorialist's  dismissal  is  a  heavy  aggravation 
of  its  oppressive  rigour. 

Hewling  Lusox. 

Vauxhall  Walk,  24th  Sept.  1810. 


Copy  of  Mr.  Barrow's  Letter  in  answer  to  the  above 
Memorial. 

Sir,  Admiralty  Office ,  2$tk  Sept*  18 10. 

Having  laid  before  my  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Admiralty  your  Letter  of  the  24th  instant,  with  the  Memo- 
rial and  other  inclosures  which  accompanied  it,  relative  to 
your  dismissal  from  Sheerness  Yard,  1  am  commanded  by 
their  Lordships  to  refer  you  to  the  answers  which  have  been 
given  to  your  former  Letters,  and  to  desire  that  you  will  not 
repeat  your  applications  to  this  Department. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  very  humble  servant, 

Mr,  Hewling  Luson,  (Signed)         John  Barrow 

Vauxhall  Walk. 


Copy  of  Mr.  Barrow's  Letter  of  the  24th  Sept.  18 10, 
in  answer  to  that  of  the  27th,  requesting  that  the 
Memorial  of  the  24th  of  the  same  month  might  be 
returned. 

Sir,  Admiralty  Office,  2$th  Sept,  1810. 

Having  laid  before  my  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Admiralty  your  Letter  of  the  27th  instant,  I  am  com- 
manded by  their  Lordships  to  acquaint  you  that  your  case 
has  already  been  decided  on,  and  will  not  be  revised, 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  very  humble  servant, 

(Signed)  John  Barrow. 

P.  S.  I  return  you  the  two  inclosed  papers  which  accom- 
panied your  Letter  of  the  24th  of  this  month. 

Mr.  H.  Luson, 
3,  George  Yard,  Lombard  Street. 


On  receiving  these  decisive  answers  from  the  Ad- 
miralty, which  is  the  only  official  department  to 
which  he  could  apply,  no  alternative  remained  to  Mr. 
Luson,  but  either  tacitly  to  admit  the  justice  of  his 
dismissal  by  an  acquiescence  in  this  decision,  or  to 
petition  for  a  Parliamentary  Inquiry ;  he  therefore  im- 
mediately communicated  them  to  Sir  Thomas  Turton, 
to  whom  that  gentleman's  constituents  had  strongly 
recommended  him  for  his  advice  and  assistance  in 
obtaining  a  Parliamentary  Inquiry. 

Mr.  Luson  was  honoured  with  the  encouragement 
and  support  of  Sir  Thomas  Turton,  who,  on  the 
9th  of  May  J  8 1 1 ,  presented  his  humble  Petition  to 
the  Honourable  House  of  Commons  for  inquiry  and 
redress. 
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This  Petition  was,  after  being  very  audibly  and 
distinctly  read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and  a 
short  conversation  between  Sir  Thomas  Turton, 
Mr.  Robert  Ward,  and  Mr.  Croker,  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table  of  the  Honourable  House. 

On  the  next  day  Mr.  Lusori  addressed  the  follow- 
ing Letter  to  Sir  Thomas  Turton. 


Extract  of  a  Letter  to  Sir  Thomas  Turton,  Bart,  left 
at  his   town  residence  the  day  after  Mr.  Luson's 
Petition  was  presented  to  the  Honourable  House  of 
Commons. 
Sir, 

I  want  words  to  express  my  gratitude  for  the  impressive 
eloquence  and  ability  with  which  you  yesterday  supported 
my  Petition  ;  or  my  astonishment  at  the  very  extraordinary 
means  adopted  by  Mr.  Ward  and  Mr.  Croker  to  discredit 
and  invalidate  it. 

They  inform  the  Honourable  House  of  Commons  te  that 
"  they  have  in  their  possession  a  Letter  addressed  by  me 
"  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  in  which  J  confess  myself 
"  guilty  or  criminal,  and  that,  therefore,  I  am  not  entitled 
<(  to  be  heard  in  my  defence  !" 

If  the  fact  were  admitted  (which  it  never  shall  be  by  me), 
I  am  sure,  Sir,  you  will  allow  that,  by  the  laws  of  my 
country,  I  might  acknowledge  such  confession — retract  it- 
plead  "not  guilty" — and  demand  my  trial.  But  I  answer, 
that  I  never  did  address  any  letter  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
on  the  subject  of  my  dismissal,  and  therefore  must  suppose 
they  allude  to  a  Letter  to  the  Navy  Board,  printed  and 
published  in  my  Case  and  Vindication  (p.  61),  in  which 
1  most  positively  deny  that  there  is  any  expression  intended 
by  me  as  a  confession  of  guilt  or  criminality,  which  in  my 
first,  and  in  every  subsequent  Memorial  to  the  Admiralty, 
I  have,  in  the  most  explicit  terms,  invariably  denied  and 
disavowed. 

Was  I  ever  answered,  "  You  have  confessed  your  guilt, 
"  and  therefore  are  unworthy  to  be  heard  in  your  defence  V* 


9 

Is  it  credible  that  I  should  acknowledge  myself  guilty, 
and  address  a  pamphlet  to  the  Public  asserting  my  innocence 
(in  which  that  acknowledgment  is  alleged  to  be  recorded), 
refuting  every  accusation  of  criminality,  and  soliciting 
that  open  impartial  investigation  and  trial  which  the  greatest 
or  meanest  criminal  has  a  right  to  demand,  and  which,  I 
trust,   I  shall  now  be  able  to  obtain  ? 

Is  it  credible  that  the  many  high  and  respectable  gentle- 
men (some  of  whom  were  resident  Commissioners  at  Sheer- 
ness  Dock-yard  with  me  for  years),  and  who  have  ho- 
noured me  with  their  strongest  testimonials  of  my  integrity 
and  good  character,  would  have  conferred  such  tokens  of 
their  estimation  on  a  self- convicted  criminal  f 

Is  it  credible  that  your  respectable  constituents  would  have 
recommended  me  to  the  honour  of  your  notice,  if  they  had 
entertained  so  unjust  and  mean  an  opinion  of  me? 

Is  it  credible  that  I  should  abuse  your  confidence,  by 
requesting  you  to  present  to  the  most  august  Tribunal  on 
earth,  a  Petition  containing  a  single  allegation  that  I  did 
not  believe  to  be  strictly  true  ? 

You,  Sir,  have  challenged  inquiry — the  Admiralty  have 
acuepted  your  challenge — and  the  justice  of  the  Honourable 
House,  which  has  permitted  my  Petition  to  lie  on  their 
Table,  will  (I  humbly  trust)  allow  me  to  be  heard  at  their 
Bar  in  its  support. 

If  I  did  not  misunderstand,  either  Mr.  Ward  or  Mr. 
Croker,  I  believe  one  of  them  stated,  "  That  between  the 
u  visitation  and  my  dismissal,  a  Letter  was  written  to  me 
u  from  the  Admiralty,  desiring  me  to  give  an  account  or 
u  my  conduct."  I  can  only  say  that  if  such  a  letter  was 
written,  /  never  received  it. 

The  only  letter  I  received  in  that  interval  from  the  Ad- 
miralty, was  one  from  Mr.  Marsden  (then  Secretary),  dated 
2d  October  1802,  respecting  the  transmission  of  Extra  Job 
Notes;  which  letter,  with  my  answer,  is  to  be  found  in 
my  Vindication  (p.  44  to  52).  I  earnestly  request  your 
attention  to  the  whole  of  this  correspondence. — See  Vind. 
p.  41  to  52. 

Vauxhall  Walk, 
10th  Mav  1811. 
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Copy  of  a  Letter  to  Sir  Thomas  Turton,  17th  June 
1811. 
Sir, 

The  information  1  received  this  morning  at  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  you  had  for  some  weeks  past  resided 
entirely  at  Richmond,  clearly  explains  to  me  the  reason 
which  prevented  my  being  honoured  with  the  interview 
which  I  requested  in  my  letter  of  the  10th  ultimo.  It 
leaves  me  no  other  means  than  the  present  of  submitting  to 
you  the  inclosed  Extracts*,  which  appear  to  me  of  essential 
importance,  as  they  clearly  prove,  by  various  precedents,  in 
addition  to  those  of  Bryant  and  Terry,  stated  in  my  Petition, 
that  dismission  by  a  former  Board  of  Admiralty  (even 
when  sanctioned  by  justice,  which  mine  certainly  was  not)  > 
does  not  preclude  Superannuation  by  a  subsequent  Board. 

I  therefore  am  willing  to  believe  my  claim,  which  I  had 
the  honour  of  submitting  to  you  with  my  former  letter,  \\  ill, 
if  not  previously  admitted  by  the  Admiralty,  be  fully  sub- 
stantiated by  an  investigation  before  a  Committee  of  the 
Honourable  House  of  Commons,  either  before  the  ter- 
mination of  the  present  Session,  or  early  in  the  next,  and 
that  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  grant  my  cause  the  con- 
tinuance of  that  zealous  and  powerful  support  which  it 
obtained  from  you  on  its  introduction  into  the  Honourable 
House.     With  the  utmost  respect, 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  much  obliged  and  obedient  servant, 

Vauxhall  Walk,  (Signed)         H£\vliang  Luson. 

17th  June  181 1. 

Sir  T.  Turton,  Bart.  M.  P.  &c.  8cc.  &c. 


*  First  Extract  from  the  Books  of  Sheerness  Dock-yard. 

Joseph  Terry,  house  carpenter,  discharged  from  Sheer- 
ness Yard  20th  Nov.  1802,  entered  on  the  Superannuated 
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List,  and  paid  from  the  day  of  his  discharge,  20th  Nov* 
1802,  to  24th  May  1805,  per  Navy  Board's  warrant  of  that 
day.  His  arrears  were  paid  to  him  from  30th  June  1805 
to  30th  Sept.  1805;  and  on  the  1st  of  October  1805  he 
was  discharged  to  Deptford  Yard,  as  he  wished  to  live 
there,  where  he  is  now  paid  every  quarter  the  same  as  any 
other  pensioner. 

2d  Extract. 

William  Bryant,  smith,  discharged  25th  Nov.  1802, 
entered  on  Superannuation  List,  and  paid  from  the  day  of 
his  discharge,  25th  Nov.  1802^  per  Navy  Board's  warrant, 
6th  Aug.  1805.  *^s  arrears  from  that  time  were  paid  on 
the  30th  Sept.  1805,  and  he  has  since  been  regularly  paid 
every  quarter,  and  now  continues  on  the  Superannuation 
List  at  Sheerness,  and  was  paid  last  quarter,  30th  Sept* 
1807. 

Extracted  some  time  in  Nov.  1807. 


Note. 


It  further  appears,  that  not  only  the  two  men  above  men- 
tioned, hut  fifteen  more,  were  superannuated,  exactly  under 
similar  circumstances,  from  Chatham,  Deptford,  Sheer- 
ness,  and  Portsmouth  Yards,  by  Admiralty  order,  dated 
2 1  st  May  1805,  made  out  for  Chatham  Yard,  under  which 
head  it  will  be  found  at  the  Admiralty  Office, 
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STATEMENT  OF  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  Luson  must  ever  consider  his  dismissal  as  an 
injury  for  which  he  cannot  expect  full  compensation. 
He  will,  therefore,  only  state  the  remuneration  to 
which,  had  his  dismission  been  occasioned  by  sick- 
ness, mental  derangement,  or  any  other  natural 
cause,  His  Majesty's  Order  of  Council  of  July  1801, 
would  have  entitled  him,  for  his  past  services  ;  and 
of  which  he  trusts  it  will  appear  to  the  justice  of  the 
Honourable  House  of  Commons,  that  an  undeserved 
dismission  ought  by  no  means  to  deprive  him. 

By  the  Order  of  Council  above  mentioned,  twenty  r 
five  years  continuance  in  His  Majesty's  service, 
entitles  the  party  on  superannuation  (if  a  principal 
Officer  in  any  of  His  Majesty's  Doek-yards)  to  an 
annuity  for  life,  equal  to  two  thirds  of  his  salary  on 
the  Peace  Establishment,  commencing  from  the  day 
of  his  discharge. 

Mr.  Luson,  therefore,  having  been  twenty-five 
years  and  eight  months  in  His  Majesty's  service  at 
the  time  of  his  dismissal,  would,  of  course,  have 
been  then  superannuated  on  the  above  annuity,  had 
mental  or  corporeal  infirmity  been  the  cause  of  it. 

Had  it  been  deferred  till  February  1807,  he  would, 
by  the  above  Order  in  Council,  have  been  entitled  to 
an  annuity  of  three  fourths  of  his  salary;  and  had 
he  continued  Clerk  of  the  Cheque  till  this  time  (23d 
January  1812),  from  which  no  cause  of  inability  or 
impediment  (except  an  unjust  dismissal)  precludes 
him,  he  would  have  received  nearly  ,^£6000  since 
the  date  of  it. 

If,  in  aggravation  of  this  *  jury  to  his  character 
and  his  circumstances,  his  dismissal  were  also  ulti- 
mately to  prevent  his  superannuation,  it  would  inflict 
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on  him  a  double  punishment,  although  the  charges 
on  which  it  is  grounded  have  neither  been  proved 
by  his  accusers,  nor  admitted  by  himself. 

The  further  operation  of  such  manifest  injustice  Mr. 
Luson  trusts  the  humanity  and  equity  of  that  august 
Tribunal,  to  which  he  humbly  appeals,  will  effectually 
prevent.  The  precedents  of  Bryant  and  Terry,  already 
adduced,  to  which  various  others  might  be  added,  fully 
prove  not  only  that  a  subsequent  Board  of  Admiralty 
may  reinstate,  or  superannuate,  but  that  it  actually 
has  exercised  these  powers  with  respect  to  those  whom 
a  former  Board  had  dismissed  ;  and  given  them  their 
arrears  of  superannuation,  from  the  date  of  their  dis- 
missal, after  several  years  had  elapsed. 

It  was  highly  gratifying  to  Mr.  Luson  that  Mr. 
Ward  and  Mr.  Croker,  in  their  answer  to  Sir  Thomas 
Turton,  when  his  Petition  was  presented  by  that 
Honourable  Member  on  the  9th  of  May  last,  ac- 
quitted him  of  any  fraudulent  or  dishonourable  con- 
duct or  intention.  The  same  spirit  of  liberality  which, 
in  this  instance,  did  him  the  justice  to  obliterate,  in 
the  most  solemn  and  public  manner,  the  unmerited 
stigma  which  his  dismissal  had  affixed  to  his  charac- 
ter, would,  he  is  assured,  have  prevented  them  from 
asserting  any  thing  to  his  prejudice  which  they  did 
not  (however  erroneously)  believe  to  be  true. 

Yet,  after  having  admitted  this,  Mr.  Luson  must, 
in  justice  to  himself,  repeat  his  declaration  that  he 
never  did,  and  never  will,  write  any  letter  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, to  the  Navy  Board,  or  to  any  one,  acknow- 
ledging the  justice  of  his  dismissal. 

He  thinks  it  probable  that  by  the  letter  which  they 
assert  to  be  "  in  the  possession  of  the  Admiralty, 
'■*  wherein  he  makes  this  acknowledgment, "  they  must 
allude  to  his  letter  to  the  Navy  Board  of  24th  Sep- 
tember 1802,  which  he  published  in  his  "  Case  and 
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"  Vindication,**  in  June  1S03,  and  of  which  the  fol- 
lowing is  a  copy. 


Sheerness  Yard,  24th  Sept,  1802? 
Honourable  Sirs, 

I  cannot  reflect  on  the  result  of  the  inquiry  at  the  late 
tisitation,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  my  department,  without  the 
most  sincere  regret ;  for  though  I  trust  I  shall  stand  ac- 
quitted by  your  impartial  judgment,  as  I  am  by  my  own 
conscience,  of  any  intentional  deviation  from  rectitude,  yet 
I  must  acknowledge  I  have,  by  reposing  to©  much  confi- 
dence in  those  for  whose  conduct  I  am  by  my  situation  sub- 
ject to  a  most  awful  responsibility,  suffered  abuses  and 
irregularities  to  exist,  of  which  I  was  not  conscious,  but 
which  1  ought  to  have  detected  and  abolished.  Thus  I 
have  not  onlv  incurred  your  just  displeasure,  but  that  most 
severe  of  all  afflictions,  self-condemnation.  Yet  permit 
me,  Honourable  Sirs,  to  state  the  following  extenuating 
facts  in  my  behalf. 

The  case  of  William  Poulter,  which  was  insisted  on  as 
&  heavy  accusation  against  me,  clearly  demonstrates  my 
anxiety  to  prevent  his  being  improperly  borne  on  the  books 
t>f  the  Yard.  Of  this  Commissioner  Coffin's  notation,  on 
your  order  of  the  20th  March  1801,  in  the  following 
words  :  u  The  Clerk  of  the  Cheque  conceived,  as  the  man 
*'  could  not  attend  his  muster,  he  was  no  longer  to  be 
**  borne,  in  which  the  Commissioner  coincides,"  and  my 
putting  him  on  bare  days,  when  his  inability  to  perform 
his  duty  with  the  other  extra  labourers  was  signified  to  me, 
are  evident  proofs. 

It  is  equally  true,  that  since  I  have  held  my  appointment, 
\  have  actually  performed  a  much  greater  proportion  of 
personal  duty,  in  its  several  departments,  than  principal 
Officers  generally  think  it  necessary  to  do;  though  it  was 
rendered  so  to  me,  by  the  incompetency  of  some  of  the 
clerks  whom  I  found  in  my  office.  It  must  also  be  evident 
to  your  Honourable  Board,  that  I  have  always  rendered  you 
a  true  and  just  account  of  the  public  money  with  which  I 
have   been  intrusted,    amounting  at  least  to  two  hundred 
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thousand  pounds ;  and  that  in  my  various  disbursements,  I 
have  made  it  my  constant  care  to  resist  every  demand  that 
was  not  sanctioned  by  your  orders.  This  required,  on  nay 
part,  the  most  unremitted  vigilance  and  attention  ;  as  your 
Honourable  Board  well  knows  how  little  assistance  I  de- 
rived from  my  instruments,  till  I  had  such  of  my  own 
appointment,  as  I  could  confide  in. 

These  considerations,  I  trust,  will  prove,  that  1  do  not 
deserve  the  imputations  of  negligence  or  inattention  to  my 
duty ;  though  I  acknowledge,  with  heart-felt  concern, 
those  in  whom  I  had  conceived  I  might  safely  confide,  have 
most  cruelly  deceived  and  injured  me. 

To  a  mind  endued  with  generosity,  liberality,  and  hu- 
manity (virtues  1  hope  I  shall  always  practise  and  revere), 
crimination  must  ever  be  disgusting:  but  justice  to  myself 
obliges  me  to  repeat  to  your  Honourable  Board,  that  the 
extra,  so  justly  complained  of,  was  set  off,  not  only  without 
my  knowledge,  but  contrary  to  my  express  and  repeated 
injunctions,  to  set  off  none  but  such  as  your  orders  would 
sanction. 

I  beg  leave  only  to  add,  that  if  the  considerations  above 
mentioned  should  induce  my  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  your  Honourable  Board,  to  pardon  past 
errors,  I  shall  endeavour  to  atone  for  them  by  future  vigi- 
lance, extending  to  every  department  in  my  office,  and  par- 
ticularly to  the  proper  arrangement  and  safe  custody  of  alt 
public  papers,  the  prevention  of  improper  extra,  and  the 
due  attention  to  musters  in  the  Yard  and  on  float. 

I  am,  with  great  respect,  Honourable  Sirs, 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 
Honourable  Navy  Board.  Hewling  Lusox- 


This  letter  was  written  only  two  days  after  the  vi- 
sitation of  Sheerness  Yard,  and  one  month  before  the 
date  of  Mr.  Luson's  dismission,  at  a  time  too  when 
*uch  an  event  was,  of  all  others^  least  apprehended 
by  him. 

To  this  dismissal,  therefore,  the  letter  in  question 
could  not  possibly  refer ;  consequently  it  could  not 
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contain  a  premature  acknowledgment  of  its  justice. 
But  did  not  Mr.  Luson  (it  may  be  asked)  admit  that 
"  he  had  incurred  the  most  severe  of  all  afflictions, 
"  self-condemnation  ?"  Is  not  this  an  admission  of 
culpability?  and  is  not  this  admission  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  justice  of  his  sentence  ? 

To  the  first  and  second  of  these  questions  Mr.  Lu- 
son will  readily  answer  in  the  affirmative,  because  he 
most  sincerely  regrets  his  misplaced  confidence,  which 
he  had  many  reasons  to  believe  would  not  have  been 
abused,  and  because  he  must,  for  this,  ever  acknow- 
ledge himself  to  blame. 

But  to  the  third  question  he  must  give  an  answer 
most  decidedly  negative  ;  because  the  letter  in  which 
he  makes  this  candid  confession,  and  which  certainly 
was  written  in  a  style  better  adapted  to  disarm  ven- 
geance than  to  provoke  it,  in  the  most  explicit  terms 
vindicates  Mr.  Luson's  official  conduct  from  the  im- 
putations of  negligence  and  inattention,  which  a  month 
aftera-arcls  were  made  the  only  grounds  of  his  dis- 
missal. It  even  does  more  ;  it  adduces  many  unde- 
niable evidences  of  his  vigilance  and  attention. 

Mr.  Luson's  misplaced  confidence  in  his  Chief 
Clerk,  respecting  the  Extra  Notes,  the  improper 
Extra,  and  the  omission  of  Night  Musters,  were  the 
particular  circumstances  to  which  he  alluded,  and  for 
which  he  took  to  himself  condemnation.  This  will 
clearly  appear  by  a  reference  to  Vind.  pp.  24  to  30, 
and  53  to  5u\ 

It  was  to  Mr.  Luson's  Chief  Clerk  alone  the  fore- 
going sentence  in  his  letter  was  intended  to  refer, 
though  from  "  an  unwillingness  to  criminate,"  ex- 
pressed in  the  conclusion  of  the  same  letter,  he  used 
the  plural  "  those  for  whose  conduct,  &c."  instead 
of  him.  Of  this  the  concluding  paragraph  of  Vind. 
53d  page,  is  a  demonstrative  proof. 
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The  whole  therefore  of  Mr.  Lusorfs  alleged  <c  con- 
fession" is,  that  he  u  condemns  himself"  for  reposing 
confidence  in  a  Chief  Clerk  who  had  been  upwards  of 
forty  years  in  the  Cheque  Office,  whose  constant  at- 
tendance from  twelve  to  sixteen  hours  each  working 
day  he  had  witnessed  for  eleven  years,  and  who  had  no 
less  confidence  reposed  in  him  by  Mr.  Luson's  pre- 
decessors than  by  himself.  See  R.  Wilton's  Exa- 
mination respecting  Extra  Notes,  Vind.  p.  25. 

It  surely  will  not  be  contended  that  for  this  he  de- 
served dismissal,  or  that  a  candid  acknowledgment  of 
regret  and  culpability  for  misplaced  confidence  is  "  a 
"  confession  of  general  negligence  and  inattention,<r — 
an  admission  of  the  justice  of  his  discharge  ! 

Respecting  the  "  hundreds  of  false  musters"  which 
are  asserted  by  Mr.  Ward  or  Mr.  Croker  to  have 
been  discovered  at  Sheerness  Yard,  Mr.  Luson  begs 
leave  to  make  the  following  material  observations. 

There  is,  undoubtedly,  a  very  wide  difference  be- 
tween an  improper  muster,  made  with  a  fraudulent 
intention,  and  one  proceeding  from  baste,  inaccu- 
racy, want  of  attention,  or  error.  Yet  every  irre- 
gular muster,  or  call,  of  men  employed  in  His  Ma- 
jesty's service,  whether  in  a  Dock-yard,  or  on  board 
ships,  sloops  of  war,  or  any  vessels  in  commission, 
while  within  the  cheque  of  any  Dock -yard,  is  indis- 
criminately comprehended  in  the  appellation  of  a 
false  muster. 

The  number  of  shipwrights,  artificers,  labourers, 
&c.  &c.  when  Mr.  Luson  was  Clerk  of  the  Cheque 
of  Sheerness  Yard,  during  the  latter  years  of  the 
war  which  terminated  by  the  peace  of  Amiens,  a  few 
months  before  his  removal,  was  about  800.  These, 
being  required  to  be  mustered  three  times  every 
working  day,  and  not  seldom  on  Sundays,  would 
make  the  number  of  2400  musters  each  day.     De- 
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ducting  from  365  days,  35  Sundays  ;  and  allowing 
17  for  Sundays,  in  which  the  men  worked,  this 
would  leave  a  year  of  330  working  days,  which  at 
'2400  musters  each  day,  would  be  792,000  per  year. 
But  deducting  §2,000  for  men  occasionally  em- 
ployed at  the  Nore,  in  the  harbour,  or  in  Stan- 
gate  Creek,  who  are  not  mustered,  but  reported 
to  the  Cheque  Office  by  the  quartermen  of 
their  different  companies,  there  would  remain  the 
number  of  700,000  musters  annually  in  the 
Dock-yard.  As  the  average  number  of  ships  and 
vessels  in  commission,  within  the  Cheque,  was  pro- 
bably not  less  than  70,  and  sometimes  amounted  to 
IOO,  the  crews  of  all  which  should  be  mustered 
weekly,  unless  prevented  by  bad  weather,  the  mus- 
ters on  float  might  probably  be  nearly  equal  to  those 
ki  the  Yard.  But,  estimating  them  at  no  more  than 
500,000,  it  will  make  an  annual  aggregate  of 
1,200,000  musters  ! 

Adverting  to  the  various  causes  by  which  false 
musters  may  be  occasioned,  it  is  by  no  means  im- 
probable many  hundreds  may  annually  occur  at 
Sheerness,  and  a  number  proportionably  greater  at 
the  large  maritime  Dock-yards  of  Portsmouth  and 
Plymouth  ;  at  the  former  of  which  the  number  of 
annual  musters  may  be  estimated  at  three  ox  four 
millions  ! 

As  most  of  the  irregularities,  stated  to  have  oc- 
curred in  Sheerness  Yard,  originated  in  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Muster  Clerk  077,  float,  it  is  necessary 
to  observe,  that  the  Clerks  of  the  Cheque,  at  the 
different  Dock-yards,  have  no  alternative  but  either 
to  muster  all  the  ships,  &c.  within  their  Cheque 
themselves  (which  being  inconsistent  with  their  other 
duties,  is  never  expected),  or  they  must  repose  a 
degree  of  confidence  in  the  diligence,  accuracy,  and 
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integrity  of  their  Muster  Clerks,  which  subjects 
them  to  a  most  awful  responsibility  for  the  conduct 
of  their  instruments,  although  its  operation  is  be- 
yond the  limits  of  their  inspection  or  control  ;  and 
its  errors  generally  exceed  the  power  of  their  de- 
tection. 

These  great  disadvantages  Mr.  Luson  laboured 
under  for  many  years,  from  his  unwillingness  to 
criminate  those  Clerks  whom  he  found  in  his  office, 
60  far  as  to  deprive  them  of  their  subsistence.  He 
found  them,  from  the  peculiar  nature  of  their  em- 
ployment, which  offers  continual  temptations  to 
ebriety,  soon  rendered,  by  want  of  resolution,  un- 
able to  resist  those  destructive  allurements. 

For  the  actual  dismission  of  the„#r^  of  them,  Mr. 
Luson  found  himself  obliged,  after  various  ineffec- 
tual admonitions  and  suspensions  by  the  Navy  Board, 
to  apply.  The  second,  after  pursuing  nearly  the 
same  routine  as  that  of  his  predecessor,  Mr.  L.  was 
enabled  to  save  from  dismission,  by  appointing  him 
second  Muster  Clerk  on  shore,  under  his  own  im- 
mediate inspection  ;  and  where,  being  removed  from 
the  scene  of  his  former  temptation  and  irregularity, 
his  conduct  was  much  less  objectionable. 

His  successor  in  the  department  of  Muster  Clerk 
was  appointed  by  Mr.  Luson,  and  is  now  Chief 
Clerk  in  the  Cheque  Office  at  Sheerness  Yard. 

His  sobriety  was  proof  against  the  temptation  tq 
which  his  predecessors  had  yielded ;  and  he  invari* 
ably  performed  the  several  duties  of  his  appointment 
with  a  degree  of  diligence,  regularity,  and  propriety, 
no  less  honourable  to  himself  than  satisfactory  to  his 
officer. 

Had  it  been  Mr.  Luson's  good  fortune  to  have 
found  all  the  Clerks  in  his  Office  of  this  description  ; 
pr  had  he,  unmindful  of  the  dictates  of  humanity* 
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and  influenced  only  by  the  sordid,  unfeeling  motives 
of  selfinterest,  immediately  applied  for  the  dismis- 
sion of  such  as  were  otherwise,  he  would  not  have 
been  unjustly  deprived  of  his  late  respectable  situa- 
tion for  the  imputed  negligence  and  incompetence  of 
those,  whom  his  clemency  had  so  often  spared. 


yiNis. 
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